THE SOCIALIST PARTY OF GREAT BRITAIN 


REPORT OF THLE PROCEEDINGS OF AUTUMN DELEGATS MEETING 
HBLD AT EAD OFFICE ON 9th and loth OCTOBER, 1982 
ATTENDANCES Pak STANDING ORDERS COMMITTHE REPORTS: 


saturday, 9th October: 2.15 p.m. 21 delegates sitting: Pranches not represented: 
Edinburgh, Haringey, Paddington, S.W. London 


5.15 pem.: 23 delegates sitting: Fzancles not 
represented: Edinburgh, Haringey, 5.W. London 


Sunday, 10th October: 12.10 p.m.: 24 delegates sitting: ‘ot represented: 
Edinburgh, Haringey, W. London yay 


3.45 pom.: 25 delegates sitting: Not represented: 
rdinburgh, Haringey, W. London 


COLLECTIONS : Saturday: £25.00: Sundays £25.54 


bu 
ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN AND DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Com. P. Rennett (Bolton) was elected Chairman 
and Com. D. Donnelly (Glasgow) was elected Deputy Chairman. It was agreed that 
Standing Orders Committee act as Tellers. 
ihe 


Standing Orders Committee requested permission for delegates of Bixmingham and Padding- 
ton to sit aa their Forms 'C' were not completed in time due to circumstances beyond 
the control of txeir branches. This was agreed on the motion of Cottis (Southend) and 
Valor (Glaszow). 


ORDER OF BUSINESS: The delevates agreed to take the Agenda as presented, except for 
Items 7 (a) to Ta), inclusive, which would be taken as first business on Sunday morning. 


Standing Orders Committee requested a ruling from the meeting as to whether Com. R. Cox 
(Guildford) could sit as a delegate, having been a member of the EC this year to 23rd 
March. 

RESOLUTION - D'Arcy (Camden) and Cook (birmingham) "That in view of the exceptionel 
circumstances, Com. R. Cox ve permitted to sit as a delegate." CARRESD 14 - 1 


EXSCUPIVE COMMITTES REPORT TO AUTUMN DELAGATE MeeTING 


AUDITORS REPORT: Hopwood (Croydon) queried £461 for Conference/Delegates' expenses, as 
this did not accord with amounts granted to branches per EC Minutes. Also figure for 
Tates. 

BE. Wolters (Auditor) and A. Waite (Treasurer) expleined Rates figure and also that the 
Conference/Delegates' expenses figure included hall hire. | 
C. Skelton (Central) said Party should increase income from propaganda meeting collections. 
ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION 

FINANCE: (a) Bast London and (b) Croydon. 

(a) P. Deutz (E. London): Wea should not ue dependent on legacies or reluctant to | 
increase dues. Not quite enough caution exercised when making grants. We should not 

keep large bank balance - it shoula be used. 

H. Walters {Ielington) drew attention to differences between balances held by branches 

from £9.25 to £396. Islington thinks most of a branch's funds should ve forwarded to HO, 

C. Skelton (Central): Branches used to maxe regular donations to HO. 

P. Lawrence (Croydun): asked whether the £250 Central Branch balance was available for 

Party use. 

C. Slapper (Acting Central Branch Secretary): Central Branch funds are paid into the 

General Fund. : 


RESOLUTION - Hopwood and Lawrence (Oroydon): ‘The ADM recommends the £C to draw : 
the attention of branches to the undesirability of holding large sums of money 
unless branches are planning activity." 
P. Lawrence {Crovdun): Eranches have funde all over the place in banka’ at the least 
this money might be earning interest in the General Fund. 
D'arey (Camien): The EC is making all sorte of grants including £75 for a trip to Paris. 
Active branches should generate their own funds. ‘There are items appearing in the 
account wiich never used to appear. The Treasurer is saying it is costing £20,000 a 
year to run the Party. 
C. Slapper (Islington): The Paris trip was a propeganda one. Branches engaged in 
activity are the onea with the lowest balances and those who have a lot of money don't 
seem to be running activity. 
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Atkinson (2°) : 5 
ac that is, to examine each case on its merits, 4 
>. inwrence (Croyion): The suggestion that branches should not donate money to /HO) 

bec “f the EC making grants is nonsense. There are increases in exvenditurs: th 


to expand propaganda - it is not reckless. a 


jority is t 
RESOLUTION CARRIED 10 - 0 
b) P, Lawrence (Croydon): “The Party has set up funds for particular purposes in/# 
pest, particularly the Parliamentary Fund, but the Party has never accepted money wi 
strings attacned, and Croydon thinks the terms of reference empower the committee 
elicit funda for jerticular puryoses and is against this practice. 
ais: Bolton): Branch more in favour of a general fund than speoific funds 
* would interfere with democracy. We decide on activity not on the funds 
tor specific purposes. It should be the decision of the members irrea 
of how gduch 28 ayailetle in a particular fund, 
2118 \Southend): Now that we have money available tne EC should try to guide 
“2 REB (with Conference and zenbers in general) so that the Party is as self-finan 
= possi ie, with a vier to rutting aside money left to the Party for special purt 
to extend the horizons of the Party rather than to finance day-to-day affairs, w! 
pu.d soe the gradual eating away of donations. We could use it for a euper pamp 
or aouwe special activity so we cen sce tha bencfit of that monev. 
Look \Biruingham): Thers is an argusent for a Party Funds Committee to point thi 
out from time to time but to have special funds so that if they are short the a 
cannot happen, is wrosg. 
L. Sox (EC): You don't need a areczal Sind for particular activity: all you need 
the impetus fron branches and the Party instructing the EC. ‘ 
Atkinson (EC): Some members wero panicked when the Treasurer said that Party fun 
beng drained away. The ides was that a Funds Committee could advise the HC from 
to tim on the financia: positicn. » ' 
Diarcy (Camden): Por years tranches icanaged to run activities without coming to HO. 
Tt ie only since we started gatting legacies that members don't soem to bother, We 
nade appeals when necessary. This gocs a lot deeper than ocllecting money: yo u 
half the meabership with different idesa and half the Party are not prepared to o 
secrifices for the Party. a 
C. Skelton (Central): The Auditors' report siiows we're £8,000 dow and this will rise 
with inflation, We are still living on the dead. att 
Howell (EC): Outdoor meetings did not cost money but what we do today costs more, 
Party menbera sometimes oor:tribute more thwn they oan afford. Let's try to get money — 
from non-cembars: we can experiment and appeal through the S3 and other meeti We. 
can't afford to be idealistic. 7 a by 
Hopwoog (Croydon): ranches often in the past anked for grants = they were not ss 
larga, but things were not so exyensive. It ia good te be able to give expenses for 
mennara from outside London to come to the EC etc. It would have been good to have 
gent more cembers to support Com. Buick in Paris in his valuable work in F 
the noney is spent we will have te look for more. We are using money wisely 
more mecbera now who ere unemployed. ie). 
HDINGUKGH BRANCH sent fraternal greetings to ADM. Thuy wore unable to send dele, ate: 
although they had hoped to be able to do a0. ; , 
ITEMS § (&) and (b) 
Goak (Bircinghan): Concern about the size of Central Sranch 
of members all over the place. Wany of them do not live & 
could not ba in commnication., Branch secretaries Bho! 
with the possibility of occasionally meeting with CB nea 
reasons for pa to CB. a: 
P. lawrence (Croydos): You can't tell members w 
for GE. ‘Tha report of the ad Hoo Committee is 
the reooumendations for C3 reprosentetion at 
tte Agerda. Their record of votes should be 
vote, 4.0, not @ block vote by ths fow ac 
Dorinally (Glasgow): There aro Ci membe: 
sccrutary has unnecessary work. C3 are @ 
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8. Sranches taxing in CB members would have to alter their quorum, communicate 

hem, collect their dues stc., but it is something that needa to be looked at. 

m has several mealers now living in Doncaster, but the branch continues to supply 

Mm with literature etc. Dissolution and spreading the members round other branches 

is the only way out. 

G. Slayper (Islington): Branch oppoaed te Birminzham proposals. Most CR members not 

in travelling distance of organised branches. We would risk losing some members. 

Eventually CS will disappear through the crertion of local branches, through these 

Members beco;ing active. Cii should have organisers selected from their members to 

organise groups. Cf should have organisers selected from tneir members to organise 

groups. something should go on the 1983 Conference Agenda. 

C. Moss (Swansea): Would C5 embers be likely to form more branches if there was not 4 

a CP ~ they may sit beck and be content. 

C. Cox (H.W. Loudon): Branch agrees problem nas te be looked at, with the possibility rgh 

of dissolving it because of its size. Communications difficult but would be less so if 

carried out by branches. The 34 active wewbers do want to be recognised as a branch 

and seek block representation. 

H. Cottis (Southend): This has basen discussed from time to time but CB works satisfac- 

torily without too cuch difficult; in commmnication. ranches have been formed out of 

C3 wembers and this is what it should be all about. We sre against Birmingham proposal, 

C. Lovatt (Islingror:). I was a CB member. There is a notivation problem whatever 

branch they ere in. We should ain at ;etting aa mich activity as possible in particular : 

areas and it is important for Ch members te get support from a local branch and perhaps 

H more aivice from HO cn ‘cw to get activity going. Pointless to talx of sending CB 
members into other branches. A healthy branch does not need them, but they can give 
support and advice to a group. 
P. Howard (Ca:dten); Members in Norwich and Lowestoft have not been contacted about 
activit, in their area, 
D'Arcy (Carden). A section of the Party is pushing to turn CB into something it cannot 
be. We Snould ameni the twles and instead of describing it as a branch we should 
describe it ag a Central Register for members who want to be associated with the Party: 
it would no longer be: a haven for people whe wish to opt out of normal Party activity. 
It would exclude thes from taking part in the Conference voting but we should try to 
devise some other sxchaniss for tnis. It should only be for members joining the Party, 
net transferring into it after they have joined. There is no cojplete answer to it here. 
C, Slapper (Acting CB Secretary): The kind of proposals made seem to take a dangerous 
step in terms of a two-tier membership; one lot on a register who would be disenfranch- 
ised. The 170 members' addresses shculd be geographically analysed to group them. If 
sorted out into regions, we could put them in touch with each other and send addresses 
to nearest branches. 
C. Skelton (Centrei): I nava soved from branches to CB on several occasions. My 
nearest branch does rit commmicate with ne. People come to our meetings and send for 
literature from all over the country through advertisin;. It would deter people from 
joining if they knew they could only go on « register or be pressed to join a branch 
at some distance. The ad Hoc Comittee proposala would give disproportionate voting 
strength te CB. 
Atkinson (Ad Hoe Couszittee on C>): Out of the 34 who showed interest in having reprea- 
entation at Conference, they would represent 3 deleretes. They would elect their own 
organisers and delemtes, and correspond and formlate items for agendas just like 
other branches. 
B. Johnsén (Ad ticc Committee): There is a wth about block voting. CS would only have 
delegates in the sane way as other branches. Lelegates will be elected at Conference 
out of those present. I disagree with tne idea of a register. The majority of the 
Party recognises there is an anowaly: a register would be undemocratic. Wea want a 
three-way connection between local branch, CP member and C.B itself. 
L. Cox (3C): It was hoped that ADM might give eome ~uidance a3 to whether the proposed 
questionnaire sicuid be distributed to members. 
NeNeeney (id Hoc Comuittee): We originally thought there should be a Party Poll which 
the SC could have carled. However, it was later felt tnat a Poll was not necessary. 
If the questionnsive is completed, a clear idea of what members want should emerge and 
branches can wit eousthing on Conference Agenda. 
EKopwoo? (Croydor}: Asked for clarification of the meaniny of Rule 11 where it refers 
to “embers ‘whe te2jde where no local branch exists, or who, for approved reasons....' 
Gook (Birzingheo!: Diacussion has siiown enornous amount of double-think. If suggestion. 
are feasible, Sow much mora feasible tnrough a local branch. If you make CB a better 
place to live, it will get larger, If CB menbera are active and contact local branches, 
let them be merters of triose local branches. 
P. Lawrence (Croydon): ‘Two kinds of statua for members is not really on. CS will grow. 


1S. Branches taking in CB members would have to alter their quorum, communicate 
m@, collect their dues etc., but it is something that needa to be looked at. 

Ww has several meniers iow living in Doncaster, but the branch continues to aupply 

M with literature etc. Dissolution and spreading the members round other branches 

the only way out. 

G. Slopper (Islington): Branch opposed tc Birmminghan proposals. Most CR members not 

in travelling distance of organised branches. We would risk losing some members. 
Eventually Ci will disappear through the craation of local branches, through these 
members becowing active. CH should have orcanisers selected from their members to 
organise groups. (2 should have organisers selected frum their members to organise 
groups. Something should go on the 1984 Conference Agenda. 

C. Moss (Swansea): Would CB imenbers be likely to form more branches if there was not 

a CD - they may sit beck and be content. 

C. Cox (N.W. London): Branch agrees problem nas te be looked at, with the possibility 
of dissolving it because of its size. Communications difficult but would be less so if 
carried out by branches. The 34 active «eubers do want to be recognised 15 a branch 

and seek block revresentation. 

H. Cottis (Southend): This has baen discussed from time to time but CB works satisfac- 
torily without too much difficulty in communicaticn. Eranches heve been formed out of 
C3 iwembere and this is what it should be all about. We sre againat Birmingham proposal. 
C. Lovatt (Islineron): Iwas a CB member. There is a motivation problem whatever 
branch they are in. We should ain at getting as mich activity as possible in particular 
areas and it is important for CE members tc get support from a local branch and perhaps 
more aivice from HO on hew to get activity going. Pointless to talk of sending CB 
Members into other branches. A healthy branch does not need them, but tnmey can give 
support and advice to a group. 

P. Howard (Camden); Members gn Norwich and Lowestoft have not been contacted atout 
activity in their area. 

D'Arcy (Carden): <A section of the Part; is pushing to turn CB into something it cannot 
be. We should amend the imles and instead of describing it as a branch we should 
describe it as a Central Register for members wno want to be associated with the Party: 
it would no longer be a haven for people who wish to opt out of normal Party activity. 
It would exclude txea fron taking part in the Conference voting but we should try to 
devise some other mechanisn for this. It shovld only be for members joining the Party, 
net transferring into it after they heve joined. There is no coinplete anawer to it here. 
C, Slapper (Acting CS Secretary): The kind of proposals made seem to take a dangerous 
step in terms of e two-tier membership; one lot on a register who would be disenfranch- 
ised. The 170 merbers' addresses shculd be geographically analysed to group them. If 
sorted out into regions, we could put tiem in touch with each other and send addresses 
to nearest branches. 

C. Skelton (Centrel): I have moved from branches te CB on several occasions, My 
nearest branch does yot coaminicate with me. People come to our meetings and send for 
literature from all over the country through advertisins. It would deter people from 
joining if they knew they could only go on © register or be pressed to join a branch 

at some distance. The ad Hoc Comnaittee proposals would give disproportionate voting 
strength to CB. 

Atkinson (Ad Hoc Cowsittee on C2): Out of the 34 who showed interest in having repres- 
entation at Conference, they would represent 3 delegates. They would elect their own 
organisers and delegates, and correspond and formlate items for agendas just like 
other branches. 

B. Johnson (Ad licc Committee): ‘There is a myth about block voting. C3 would only have 
delegates in tne sane way as other branches. ITelegates will be elected at Conference 
out of those present. I disagree with tne idea of a register. The majority of the 
Party recognises there is an anomaly: a register would be undemocratic. We want a 
three-way connection between local branch, CB member anid C.B itself. 

L. Cox (HC): It was hoped that ADM might give some euidance as to whether the proposed 
questionnaire should be distributed to members. 

MeNeeney (Ad Hoc Conmuittee): We originally thought there should be a Party Poll which 
the SC could have cailed. However, it was leter felt tnat a Poll was not necessary. 
If the questiounzire is completed, a clear idea of what mowbers want should emerge and 
branches can zui romthing on Conference Agenda. 

Honwood (Croydon): Asked for clarification of the meaning of Rule 11 where it refers 
to members ‘whe ~o:jde where no local branch exists, or who, for approved reasons....' 
Cook (Birzinghen): Discussion has shown enormous amount of double-think. If suggestion. 
are feasible, how much more feasible through a local branch. If you make CB a better 
place to live, it will get larger. If CB members are active and contact local branches, 
let them be merere of those local branches. 

P. Lawrence (Croydon): Two kinds of status for members is not really on. CB will grow. 
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P. Lawrence (Croydon): 50% ballot is pretty 
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will hava to make some accomadation fo; 


lots of new members through publicity so we ; ; 3 
them. Johnson overkills this question of not getting items on agendas: CB members 


have as mich possibility of this as any other member, i.e, through 4 pres ae 
a worry about block vote but it can be dealt with by voting strength strictly in ' 
accordance with voting members. We will come up with something on the Conference Agent 


vhich should be given sympathetic consideration. 

CENTRAL ORGANISER: No discussion 

EDUCATION COMTITTES & EDUCATION ORGANISERS: 

H, Walters (Islinton): When education classes have been organised at HO, attendance 
of members has been deplorable. 

C. Slapper (Islington): Drew attention to classes being run by certain branches. 
Young (iC): I don't think tney have the right idea and have made a hopeless mess. We 


don't want bulletins which members cannot understand - they chcke people off. We need 
tutorials not just passive listeners. I would suggest Marxist study groups. 


BRGe. ATTENDANCES : 
Cook (Birmingham): Pointed out that Com. Double's absences from EC meetings were 
largely due to the rail strikes earlier in the year. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTING & PARTY OFFICERS: 


ITEi 1 (a): Howell (Guildford - spoke with the permission of delegates): Menbers 

often do not know who the candidates are. Democracy needs better voting. If e complete 
record of voting was provided, it would help members when voting at EC ee He 
suggested a sheet like a register witich could be circulated now and then. 

Hart (EC/Minutes Secretary): Replied to a direct question re practicality or otherwise 
of this idea. The sneet would not indicate the matter which had been voted on. Tost 
decisiona of the HC arc fairly pedestrian. If votes recorded by divisions in EC 
Minutes, much time would be taken up in recording them at the table, and in lengthening 
the “Minutes by including then. Any member of the SC can ask for a division on any matter. 
Donnell; (Glasgow): There is enough information on important issues when divisions 

are called for. 

C. Skelton (Central): There is nothing to stop any member writing to the ZC asking 

why members voted in the way tney did. 

Howell (Guildford): EC members are the only ones who can ask for a division. 


ITEM (b) H. Cottis (Southend): In some organisations a Treasurer and Secretary would + 
automatically be on an Executive Committee. A Treasurer should be in contact with 

the EC at all times, The branch thinks this was the case, end if so, we should return 
to this position. The EC would remain at 14, inclusive of the Party Officers. 

Hopwood (Croydon): Whether the officers arg on the RC or not, such officers should be 
more available to the EC on Tuesday evenin zs. 

ITEM (c): H, Walters (Islington): We justly claim that the Party has the most dem- 
cratic organisation, but a larce number of members fail to vote. Some members Bay it 
doesn't really matter who is on the !C so long as there is one. We should look at 

this in relation to our propaganda. It is a poor state of affairs when we have returne 
of 50% or less. 
H,. Cottis (Southend): Members have not had encouragement to use their votes. Southend 
branch members complete their ballot papers and they ere returned together. I think 
members should be able to vote "Against" and send in the paper. 

D'Arcy (Canden); Members used to be elected to the EC after spending a few years 
learning about the Party and procedure, and they became known to members generally, 
This inant therc were members better qualified than others. At present you get who 
you can - people who are prepared to go on Tuesdays. That is the reason for the low 


poll, 


Hopwood (Ballot Committee): The figures for the last ballot are not signifi 


different from previous years, Camden branch members have excluded themselve 
serving on the EC by holding their branch meetings on Tuesdays, It is extreme 
to have meisbers on the £C from outside London. 

P, Howard (Camden): The branch meeting ends at 8 p.m. so anyone elected to 


could eusily attend it. : J 
Edwards (W. London): I+ is quite simple why people do 
not seen from one year's end to the other, so they 
and don't vote. 


that averyone can vote if they want to. 
H, Walters (Islington): The least a Party 0 
a, vote. 


Conk (Birmingham): The branch is of the 
perGS 80 28 to avoid weekly msetings. 
Bek, 88 one iember is doing ut present. 


opinion tiat the <C can dolerate 
It is onerous to trevel from Birminghan 


(EC): If meeting fortnightly enabled aore members to serve on the ZC then there 
be more nominations of members willing to stand. ‘We could see if it sets nore 


anations from outside London. 

Bbtxinson (General § cretary/EC): Rules state that 
business can sometines ot through quickly. If C 
fortnightly th vould have to get thra tne busir 
meetings. 

jowe}l (iC): ld > ore di lined «an is could ve decided if the Party could 


’ can meet fortnightly. fc 
a rul tie “C meets 
» out at t it takes weekly 


ar sone s of EC tings. There is a lot of inefficiency. 
Ph. Lawrence (Crovdon): Branch opposod there ar ttars not centred directly or 
the EC iF a lot of a vity on Tr iy night - sub-committees, producing reports 
d drafts for *C consideration, If FC fortnightly, the place would be mcre deac and 
it could del decisions. is a lot of latitude for EC m € > attend. 
H. Cottis ( thend): Ving attended recent *C meet there seemed no cease to cut 
nut f metings, bit if it ant sub-comittecs taking over some work, OK. On 


a week should stand. 


Mcloavy (Islingtcn): Branch thinks EC could not get through work fortni 
felt + T ur¢er was not always present when the oC w-9 meeting 
an t Treasurer's torms of refcrence réegardir at officer's atto 
If EC we rtu tly it would linit the Troasurer c > more than she does alread: 


tated ashe comes early to 1i0 to do her work and leaves esrly 
has to travel. 

A lot of work could be deait 

A frou t of London. 

If ronson for fortnightly moetines is to enable out of London 

ld tt not be erllowed to attend sligitiy less meetings without 


ith by sub-committees. ‘ortnightly 


vy - member wno misses a meeting takes a 
ac 3 weekly, other committees expect t et ¢ 
committees are hard preased to attend weely. Work expands 


INCOR "At SCRUTINY COMOPTEE: No discussion 
GENSTAL SECHSTARY: L, Cox (EC): Suggested future Genoral Socretary's reports should 
incl tre naws of committee wembers with their reports. 


HEAD OFFICE AS 
smooth running 


lined. 


wk (Birmingham): Branch particularly impressed at the 
in recent times and the gentence in the roport should he under- 


LILVtaxy COMIITTSE: o discussion 
GROUPS CaGAK sins discussion 


NoW PAMPHLAT., Col 
correct the urror in ‘I 
Worker quotution (p.13). 
Cook (NPC); All errors are regrettable but it was felt thie wes not sufficic tly 
Inrge to insert an err 
L. Cox (£C): Although the date is wrone, the 
tneir attitude. 

C. Skelton (Central): This error makes all supportive quotations suspect. 

G. Sianper (Islington): Tie error has been conceded by the Kr, 

Cole men (REC): f all tis literature produced over the last six months, one error is 
found to criticise: this is 4 cownliment to the Committee. 

Lonnelly: (Glasgow): & valid point has been wate: if you change the date vou have 
to change ‘about to be’ before the quotetion. 


RESOLUPION - Donnelly (Glasgow) and H. Cottis (Southend): That the AD¥ 
recommends thet the .C paoduce an erratum slip as follovs: Delete ‘about to 
be" and delete '7th May 1945' and insert '7th August 1945'." 


RUSOLUITCN CARKIAD 21 - 0 
T.D'Arey (N.W. Lordon): Branch took uy with the EC proposed pamnhlst on Ireland 
because Conferonce 1975 turned down a paaphlet on the subject. 
Cook (NPG): A member of the Sy of I hes been working for a long time on the pamphlet 
on Ireland and the RrC has begm looking at it. Tho HC will decide whether to 
publish it or not: it sust be vetted by the EC. 


on); Asked whether th: NPC are taking steps to 
lar Inevitablo?' of the date of the haily 


Cr'sa statement stenda as an expose of 


|S 


ee 


EC 
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L. Cox (ZC): Conference 1975 decided that the draft them being ¢ 
be vublished. We now have, I understand, 2n entirely new draft. — 
c. Skelton (Centrel): Complained about lack of reply from the ee 
trade unions. Said she stopped writing for the 55 because the BG) 
reply to her. 

".D'Azcy (N.W. London): Branch still waiting to hear whioh conferene 
referred to by the NPC re attitude to trade untons. 
P. Lawrence (Croydon): One reason why the previous draft pamphlet o 
published was that it was felt at the time that the violence might nc 
we would be stuck with the pamphlet. I+ wns also very long and dente 
al background at grent length. Lod 
Cook (NEC): In view of the previous experience it was decided te zest 
of tie new draft to about 8,000 words. 
SUNDAY, 1Ccth OCTOBEK: 
business. 


PRINCIPLES, POLICY & THEORY: 


a) C. Slapper Pislingtcny: Quoted «t length from branch circular o 
can become aware of democratic self-orgenisation through the creati 
trade unions. We should renounce the religious and nationalistic 
workers independently orginise themselves democratically, we must as 

that it can only succeed if state power is conquered and Socialism es 
means criticel, aualified, support. 
Young (EC): "Critical" and "qualified" is still support. You don't 
by giving qualified support. Once you say support you commit yourse 
preserve our independence and say we do not support the general | 
C. Skelton (Centrel): Islingten's position goes from one side to 
debated Soliderity with Solidarity hut now say we should sive erit 

Solidarity. Support should be based on a clear recognition of work 
capitalism and oppose unions wno support ca,italism. Solidarity was 
political =" by the regime - manv aims nothing to do with trade 

democratic. We should look for Socialists in Poland who we can line 
May C(N.W. London): Asked why the word "supzort" was left out of 
Critcifield \OSPC): Prebably because the word gets members into 
Nay (N.W. London): If the word doesn't meen anything, or rathe 

use it? NPC say they may be opposed to the political activity 
opposed to the political ectivities. We shall always be oppo 
are composed of Socialists. We don't support the political de 
Donnelly (Glasgow): Hay says we would not support anythins us 
wanted to do away with the capitalist system. Of course we di 
doesn't make us reformist. We support workers striking for highe: 
tion should be that tnis ADM agrees with the articles which have 
because they are in line with what I understand to be the Par 
are not in fevour of religion or reforimism: of course Solid 
but they are members of the working class. ' 
Coleman (NPC): 1t is not just the word "support". ‘The origi 
by the | the EC when May was a member of it, and stated “with asymp 
words which mean very much the same thing. Polish workers ; 
time and we were able to say somethin, to them, and we tre 
Poland. We snould think critically: we can't just pick out 
accumulated over the years. 

D'Arcy (Camden): The Party has always supported workers 
to resist the encroachments of capital@ams but should alwe 
any of the political elements which might cotton om to | 
a trade union? In my view, no. If we support the trade 
Solidarity appealed to western governments for support. 
attitude when you really don't kmow what tue situation i) 
Gook (KPC/Birmingham): The prime function of the leafl 

not Polish ones, to explain the issue. We are not sti 
the working class's l:istorical development. We were su} 
struggle for wages and conditions, but critical of relig 
Atkinson (EC): The Party has been exanining criti 
Wnat union does not support capitalism? 7. 
Ge Kerr (E. London): Party has always been very. 
might attract support from anyone other than Seci 
you are not being careful: you are likely to get 
MoNgeney (Central): The 1905 Resolution, which wa: 
only support those unions which were in line with 


Items under 7 on tne Agenda, as agreed yeate 
@s 


ae ee ees re decane the Party's cnse. There are people in the 
ane € should go back to tin 1905 hard line. if you don't support the 
organisations the working class throws up - iool: beck into history - what would you 
have hud to oppose - the Chartists? ‘They wore also a messy orginisetion with fingers 
in all sorts of pies. 
Wood (Centrnl): Main difficulty is people find it hard to differentiate betweor trado 
unions on the industrial field and when they enter the political field. Workers under 
capitalism nsed trade unions to sot rises and defend their living conditions. Some 
trade union actions must be opposed, e.g. when unions opposed Polish miners coming to 
Britaseas 
Simpkins (S.W. Londen): Some members are opposing the concept of any support of trade 
unions. Solidarity was a trade union in concept. All trade unions are nationalistic 
to a greater or lesser degree: they could not be otherwise, in capitalist sociaty. 
PF. Lawrence (Crovdon): There have not been great differences of view in this discussion 
but poeneral agreement that we support trade unions where these ections sre consistent 
with working class interests. Solidarity seems to present itself as a trade union, 
most of its activiticsa being centred towirds improving conditions. 
C. Slapper (Uslington): We are trying to say that we ghould nev-r give absolute 
support or be absolutely in opposition - we should give critical support. It is true 
that Solidarity is not entirely democratic - nor is the Socialist Party. Com. Skelton 
finds the banning of Solidarity appalling, so she is not so clear about her attitude. 
The whole movement of consciousness for Socialism hrs more then one side to it. You 
can be intellectual about it but feolinyss are algo involved in en historical ewareness 
of ourselves as workers. 
Standing Orders Committee askcd the delegates if they woulé permit 5.W. London dele- 
gates to sit, ss their credentials had not been completed at a branch meeting. This 
was agreed on a motion by Donnelly (Glasgow) and Lennon (N.B. Branch). 
(o) McLeavy (Islinston): The branch queried th: distinction between ‘ownership’, 
‘possession’ and ‘control’ of the means of wealth production. What would be the effect 
if we interchanged the words in the D of P. Branch view is that ownership is the mere 
legel formality whereby the ruling class exercise control. Rather than issuing proper- 
ty titles, the Russian state procinims "socinl ownership" as a defence of collective 
State control. Private capitalism is one form of wage-labour-capital relationship: in 
state capitalism relationships are the sane. 
Donnelly (Glesgow): I always understood thit class was determined by ownership, 
irrespective of the consumption of wealth. 
P. Lawrence (Croydon): Tris argument seems to centre on "Who is the Capitalist Class 
in Russia?", Did anything come of that discussion? 
Cook (Birmingham): To try to det'ine too closely ownership in Sussia, or, say, the 
Vatican, is to waste our time. Do not put undue weight on words. 
Coleman (EC): If there is a capitalist class in tussia vho own the means of production, 
outside of the CP, where is tne preeise inforimtion on who these people are. ‘There 
are rich people in Russia who don't heve towork, but wage-labour and capitel is about 
exploitation and the state in Russin regulate this. People outside Russie invest in 
Russia, but control is with the State. The capitalist in 3ritain has the right to 
pass on his vealth althcugh that happens to some extent in Russia. 
Skelton (Central): I aa in favour of the word "possession" - ceing the opposite of 
the word "alienation": workers are nlienated from the means of production. 
D'Arcy (Camden): The D of P and the Party are quite clear on this. Heonomic interest 
denotes class and it is 1s true of Russia as of other countries. 
, McNeeney (Central): One way to describe the capitalist class in Russia is by saying 
thet the elite managers ctc. forms class monopoly. The two views in the Party can be 
reconciled by using the fact of ownersnip as in the D of P. In the so-calied totalit- 
arian regimes, they cannot get finel title to the owmiership. If this hapnened, the 
gaiue would be up and everyone would know there was no difference between private and ; 
State capitalisn, 
L. Cox (BC): It was thought sufficient thet the D of P referred to ownership in 
Clause 1 because ownership implied control. In Russia, the situetion is slightly 
different becsuse you can't pin individual legnl right of ownership and control or 
leak up this infomintion in a companies registry. 
F. Deutz (E. London): The Object of the Party clearly states common ownership and 
democrntic control. 
Donnelly (Glasgow): The Moscow State Bank will pay interest on money invested, and 
people do this and liva on it. In feudel society, the owners owned but did not P 
control - thet's wiiy there was a revolution. ~— 
G. Slepper (Islington): It is important in the D of P to have Uuene different terms 
a 


5) 


to cover different situations and this showed foresight. In Russia the State do 


not give lesal title to individuals but ownership is on a corporete basis. 


(c) and (d): P, Lawrence (Croydon): A cirenlar has been distributed by Croydor 
branch in reply to Haringey's circular of last Saster, and I have distributed ane 
circular contsining suggestions for = democratic administration of socialism. 


is concern avout the dominent assunption in the Party thet the issue of Sociatas ey 
does not arise now but in teras of the orgenisation of production, only — 1 *5 
ee . 


future, and that there is nothing we can say now which would be relevant. : 
this hos very serious disedvantages for our propaganda. I call it a futurist att 
in that it confines the possibility of socialism to the future. This view conced 
society to the capitalist cless and drains our propaganda of all inmediate relev: 
We should examine how the structures of production could be adapted to production 
use. Articles in the SS often merely bark at the heels of capitalist politicians. 
We should engage in dealing with how production for use would operate. ’ 
R. Cox (Guildford): Brench has circulated on this in response to Steel. 
trated on one aspect of central planning, i.e. that total world production would b ; 
decided in advance and implemented as a world plan. This would mean one administra 
tion centre. Branch opposed this 2s components of production are se inter-depend 
that if one aspect changed, the whole plan would have to be revised. Also it is & 
the requirements of o Socialist society that the majority understand what is require 
for the plan and would meen that lebour would have to be centrally directed. Sx-= ~ 
comrade Steel in a recent ciccular says that centrel planning is the Party's case. 
Thege expressions should be more carefully quoted in our literature. We strongly 
support Croydon's sentiments that we need to examine more closely the possibilities 
of orgnnisation in socialism and how it might operate so as to impress on people that 
it is not - distant dream but a practical possibility. -_— = 

H. Walters (Islingten): It seems to me that there must be some kind of organisation a 
on a.world basis - not telling people what to do. If we want, say, a gas pipeline, 
there could be a world conference of scientists etc. to find out whether it wuld be 
practicable, advise the rest of theworld and a democratic decision could be made on 

a world-wide scale. 

Cook (Birnimcham): scope for an enormous amount of discussion. Steel is not a member 
of thas Party. =e has shown tact his main objective is to try and split this Party, 
portly by proupting this type of discussion. He has gone through old $3 finding some 
explicit and some implicit statements with which he is trying to saddle the Party. 

Ke thinss Socialism cannot and will not work, and that capitalism is the only system 
which will wort, and the rensson is tiat the Part: does not know how Socialism will 
work, Lut's discuss it ourselves in groups but to try and hammer out & polisye Haste 
not the right way and 1 warn menbera ngainst this. . 

Mersh (EC): Are we in principle in fnvour of central planning and control? T think 
we must sry we are not, ond we gould convey this in our propaganda. I don’t think 

we can go so far as Com. Lawrence would like in defining a systes which appears , 
hierarchical - elthough he would deny this. Weed for a great deal of discussion and 
research. You cannot definuy a syatem for undefined problems. Thera is a matter of 
democrecy here in decision-unking:. i 
Donnelly (Glasgow): Tita is a waste of time: the reason people don’t join the 
is becnusge they are imbued with other ideas. e 
P. Deutz (E. London): There would be both central and local planning. 
ideus sproed further, people who have experiance within capitalism will 
thoso ideas can be applisd. It does help if we look at tie problema now 
those problems can be scelved now - when Socinlism comes we will be able 
problems immedintely - whether this is now or later. We should have sc 
examples and idens of how we can solve these problems now. 

G. Kerr (£. London): Best way of getting «cross what Socialism will ‘be 
say whet it won't be like. We cannot give a blueprint. _ 


HESCLUTION - Meleavy ond C. Slapper (Ialington): "ADM recomme: 
call for nominations for 1 Committee to prepar® a © dig 

which the Perty can make on the organisation of Pi 
should be available fer branches to consider bef 


Viclanvy (Islington): ‘The idea of produotion for use : 
thinking. A comaittce would eet on with the work 46 | 
Question both ingide and outside the Farty. 
P. lawrence (Croydon): It is not about 
structure of production, The Party's case 
maasive a job a5 you might think. Capitalise 


We concen- 


a9 « 


ora *@ will be redundant next week. The options for production for use will 
<a not to be all that wide. LIet's get discussion material distributed, but on 
und basis of the adaptation of the existing structure of production. 

six» (Camlen): A view held by the Party which I think is incorrect is that there 
are adequate resources for Socialism now which can bs adapted. Marx and others 
maintainec that capitalism produees « mre trickle of wealth. Tne essence of Social- 
ist is to build up the productive forces. If the emmaittee is going to work towards 
a new dinension of propaganda, I suggest they point out that the essence of Socielism 
is that we get rid of waste. 


RESOLUTION CAD 17 - 4 | 


ITEM 3 

Ca) Yowlett (Camten): Heferred to Camden's circular of 17th June on present uethod 
ef producing pamphlets and stated thet if the BC hid vetted the pamphlet IMI, most 
of the errors and omissions might have been avoided. 

Young (£C): Nothing bu the reading of texts by the HC will do. 

Donnelly (Glasgow): Terns of reference of New Pamphlets Committee have been adopted 
by Conference and because gome mmbers don't like them, they ere bringing the oatter 
up at every conceivable occasion. This is an abuse of democracy. ‘ 

H. Cottis (Southend): Cconfersnce decisions are not for ali time. Soutiiend supported 
the NPC and ic .pplaud tne work they hove done, but we now have misgivings. 

D'drcy (Camden): Conference wanted this method but there is n body of members who 
disagree witi this. ‘The NPC does not lend itself to specd and efficiency. No sense 
in 2 two-tier structure for short pamphlets and stock pamphlets. ‘ 
C. Lovatt (Islincton): ‘This discussion is totally unproductive. It seems to be about 
personelities. We need more pamphlets produced efficiently. We are interested in 
propaganda. Errors can heppen whether pemphlots read by Committee or LC - typing 
errors, even. 

C. Moss (Swansea): It is a bit unfnir to judge a new method by one mistake. 


RESOLUTION - Donnelly (Glasgow) and Victor (N.%. Branch): "That this ADM is 
in favour of the NPC's terms of reference." | 


C. vlepper (Islington): Resolution unnecessary. There has been a lot of criticism - 
some negative. We need some positive counterbalance. A lot of good work has been 
done. The NPC's reply to Camden's criticism has been endorsed by the EC. Camden's 
position shows 2 lack of trust of the members who have done the work, 
G. Kerr (3. London): New method adopted because oid method said to be too slow, but 
ITWWI took 2 long time. Only way to ensure no embarrassment to members is to use old 
method. 
May (W.W. London): N.W. London were opposed to the NPC as set up - ite terms of ref- 
erence. The HC endorsement of the NPC's reply to Camden has oeen overturned by this 
ADM’ moving tohave an erratur slip prepared, not only to correct the incorrect date. 
P. Deutz (£. London): Some problems were due to teething trouble but a lot were due 
to a particuler climate in the Party. I think that has improved and I hope that will 
make for a smootier relationship between the NPC, the EC and brancnes. No-one is 
more emharrnssed about mistakes than the person who makes ther. We snould give ec 
good trial to a new metiiod. 
Cook (NPC/3irminghin): As well as criticisws of the NPC, in the lest 10 minutes, 
here heve been all sorts of criticisms mede of the EC and these are the people who 
would be asked to edit pemphlets, were the system to be changed. Where is the logic 
of this. 
A Skelton (Centrel): Cause of delay in the pest has been pedantic points. This could 
be got over by electing an educated EC. Inexperienced members of the EC have to hnve 
points explained to them by cther EC members, 
Goodman (EC): If we assume all the worst things about ITWWI, it doesn't mean the terms 
of reference were wrong. It might meen we had the wrong people on the comadittee. It 
is a first try. ECs take tim to consider pauyhlets partly because they have to carry 
on the normal administrative work. 
Coleman (NPC): The conmittee accepts it has made mistakes. Pamphiets which have been 
edited by ECs have had erratum slips inserted. Camlen alsc missed the error dealt 
with yesterday. Procedure doesn't mttar too mich either way - what matters is to 
try better next tine. 


RESOLUTION CARRIED 17 - 2 


(c) H,Maebtems (Islington): Branch thought there should be something special about 


what we produce for the Harx Centenary and suggested republishing with suificient 
modifications to the preface “The Communist Menifeeto and the Lest Hundred Years". 


CAcwsscuwe == - 


EO _Bepou? (cont 


Patou 


There was ancther view in the brancn - that we should embark on something new, of 
lue - for example, a paperback book. Ne 

i hece (Ones This ie Cie ceepaibt which could cost between £1500-2000. It 

is casily and chuaply available and we should breuk new ground. 

Donnelly (Glasgow): Branch supports tiis ides. It is a collectors' piece with ij 

introduction by McClatchis. Let's ive a new short introduction te it. Could it 

organised in time for the Centenary? 

Colemen (NPC): Would like us to produce a leaflet on what Marx was all about. 

Cook (Sirmingham/NPC): Let us tie all our publiontions next year in sone way to the 

Marx Centenary but have as weny options as possible in front @ w. 


PARLIAMENTARY COMUTTER: Ne discussion 
FrEMISES COMMITTSE: No discussion 


PUBLICITY/MEDIA COMMITTEE: 


C. Slapoer (Islington): One or two items not mentioned in the report - discussion 
programme "Choices", and more recently, “Question Time", the producer of which sas 
since stated they will not send us any more tickets. I have tapes of numbers of 
phone-ins when menbers phoned the programme, amounting to 8 hours. Recent debate on 
LBC is also on tape, when the Party had a representative. With permission would like 
delegates to hear the presenter's introductory remarks, and this was then heard. 
Atkinson (General Secretary): Had given a brief summary of the Party's case and 
history to LBC when they had phoned prior to the debate. He felt there should be a 
written statement available which could be supplied to the media. 

Coleman (EC): The Party takes too little interest in the media. Several members got 
together a few years ago end decided to see how much impact they could have by phoning= 
in, Branches should try getting on to their locel radio when a meeting is being : 
planned. It is possible to get some publicity and points scross in this way. 

G. Kerr (EZ. London): ‘Tactical mistake made in appointing a Press Officer because it 
is far better for individual members to write letters. Also members would write and 
not assume the Press Officer was doing it. 


Ite 2 

(b) Lemon (N.E. Branch): It is thought to be a good idea, but is it viable? 
Victor (N.E. Branch): Computer could heip with sorting out the geographical situa- 
tion oc Central Branch members, with record-keeping, and the shortage of storage 
space for Party records. It has not been thought out too much, but is open for - 
discussion. 

Valor (Glasgow): There is a great deal of space needed for the paper associated 6 
with o computer. Perhaps microfilm - would need less space. 4 
Cook (Birminghas): I thinkwe need a more detailed proposal. , 
MeNeenzy (Central): Good idea but not as an informtion bank. A simple processor 
could be useful for sicro ond floppy discs. During elections it wouldbbe useful, 
Is there anyone in the Party who has got 9 processor and cculd use their expertise 
etc.? 


Cc FE. Co 1s Southen . e whe er we shou cS pepers oO z than 7 
( ) et ( +a d)s We wond. red he th h ld use the 
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Guardian and New Statesman for advertising. 
C. Slapper (Islington): There sre papers suitable for particular moctings = e.g. 
where Islington is advertising its debate with the CP. 
A. Gibb (Publicity/iiedia Committee): Sanity has brought in good replies and Pea 
News is another. Quite a few papsrs emi magazines seem to be rising in circulat 
and we might gct a good rate of response from those papers. : 


RESOLUTION - Cook (Birmingham) and Critchfield (Paddington): "This DM y 
the Central Organiser to co-ordinate efforts of the Propaganda Com 
vSPC to produce a nationwide vrogramne of events for Branches in 
Marx Centenary year." a 

CARRIED 22 - 0 « 7 


Donnelly (Glasgow): Perhaps a poster could be produced centra 
Marx, leaving enough space for brenches to print local details. A 


SOCTALIST STANDARD PRODUCTION CGIMITTUE: 


Donnelly (Glasgow): It is a good report and I am quite please 

Noy (NV. London): Suggested that branches have not had time to 
report to ADM ~ N.W. Londen only received their copy 1 a: 
Atkinson (General Secretary): ‘Tried to be flexible and git 
make their reports. Obviously over=generous end will be x0 
future to get the report out earlier. ¢- i 


-l- 


altarg (Islington): Seema to be a discontinuance of notices of 


— 


a outdoor 
3 and SS should carry adverts for Party pamphlets more ro ee propagandr 


_ Waite (Camden): Asked whether there was a shortage of material, or is meterial 

t published. 
tcuficld (SSPC): Shortage of suitable materiel and at times a shortage of maoterial. 
a) emia 38 gratitude for the ti:as when just a couple of members have 

itten the 5S. . 


RUSOLUTION - May end Ross (N.W. London): "This DM strengly recommends the EC to 
ensure thst a full list of Party pampnlets is advertised each month in the 
Socialist standard, together witn prices (inc. postage). Such an advert to be 
specielly laid out and designed." 


May (N.W. London): We made this suggestion to the EC and they passed it to the SSPC 
asking them to do so woen space was available. We think there is always apoca for 
this. We need an attractively designed column and we should also advarties back- 
number Ss. 

Cook (Birmingham): We might include the free leaflets as well. . 
Critenfield (SsPC): The uC sent us a reaclution and the Couittoe renlised it hed not 
advertisad pamphlets as much as we should. f myself was stuck with the lay-out ars 

at the time did not heave an up-to-date lis+ of all the pamphlets with prices and 
postage. The omission has been accidental. 

G. Kerr (E. Londen): If shortage of space, omit some of the pictures. 

Goodman (Secretary, SSPC): If branches send notices of outdoor meetings they will go 
in. Please send notices cf meetings in good time. 

May {N.W. London): I accept the SSPC's point but we don't have that aany new leaflets. 
Could the list be mde up for say 3 or 6 months at 9 tine. 


RESOLUTION CARRIED 26 - 0 


burgh 


ITEM 3 
9 R. Cox (Guildford): Some Companion Parties are having difficulties publishing 4 
journal and the brancn offered some ideas for discussion which had been produced aa 
circular, The SS, a9 e regulerly produced journal, could be the basis of ‘editions 
for the Companion Parties. Several options for this, e.g. names of Companion Parties 
on front cover, or chenge in the title, reflecting world wide circulation. Provision 
could be made for gurmed inserts for local items etc. etc. 

Victor (N.£. Branch): Would there not be inevitable delays if there were increased 
distribution and the printing would have to be earlier so tne topical n ture would be 
less. 

Hopwood (Croydon): Most articles are sirendy suitable for world wide distribution, 
soy Guildford, but in this month's S5 there are only 5 items of world wide interest, 
the rest being purely local. 

G. Kerr (S. London): The best way would be to do as the Guerdisn does - an edition in 
the north of England and ancther in the South. Main content would be the some but 
locai articles. 

Critehfield (SSPC): ‘The 8S became joint with the SP of I, but this was a flop when 
the S. of I did not contribute. The Committee nos not discussed the new proposels. 
May. (N.W. Lendon): Delegutes wust keep their feet on the ground here. It is as auch 
as we can do te get an edition out for ourselves. Den't lets kid ourselves - there 
are only a handful of people in the WSP and no local activity. Distribution is a 
problem - I wes sending WS to American libraries from England. The Canadian journal 
hes hordly any circulation in Canada, We could esk meubexrs of Companion Parties to 
contribute articles for the SS. 


RSSOLUTION - R. Cox and C. Cox (Guildford): '"Yhis ADM recommends that the 
General Secretery write to all the mmeglish-sponking Compinion Parties to escert- 
ein their views on the possibility of adepting the Socialist Standerd as an 
internationel journal and whether they might wish to participate in this project 
- the General Secretary to report back to the Party with this information before 
Conference 1983." 


R, Cox (Guildford): Our resolution is put in order tc canvas views of the Companion 
Parties. We are not esking for 4 decision to be mide. The Canndian members are in q 
favour of this. 

C. Slepper (Islingtcn): Branch is cgeinst this proposal es wa favour mn altemative 
one. Guildford's suggestion may be a step backward by swallowing up Companion 
Parties’ own journals. We would suggest an intern.tional colurmm in the SS containing 
somthing from the Comprsion Parties, and stimulste activity in those areas. 


mo dlih 


‘slterg (Islington): Seems to be a discontimuance of notices 

s and SS should carry adverts for Party pomphlots more sor 

.. Wate (Camden): Asked whether there was & shortage of natert 
t published. 

vite. figid (SSPC): Shortage of suitable iaterial and at tines a shortege of material, 


rs right express gratitude for the times when just a couple of members hnve 
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RUSOLUTION - Mey and Ross (N.W. London): "This DM strongly recommends the EC to 
ensure that a full list of Party pamphlets ie advertised cach month in the 
Socialist Jtandard, together with prices (inc. postage). Such an advert to be 
specially laid out and desigmed." 


Mey (Now, London): We mode this suggestion to the EC and they passed it to the SSPC 
asking thea to do so when space was available. We think there is always apace for 
this. We need an attractively designed colum and we should also advertisa back- 
number 3S. 

Seok (Birmingham): We might include the free leaflets as well. 

Critchfield (SsPC): The EC sent us a resolution and the Cuauittoe realised it hed not 
advertised pamphlets ns much as we should. I myself was stuck with the Layout ani 
at the time did not have an up-te-date list cf all the pamphlote with prices and 
postage. The omission has been nccidental. 

G. Kerr (E. Londen): If shortaye of spnce, omit seme of the picturce. 

Goodmen (secretary, SSPC): If branches send notices of outéocr meetings they will go 
in. Please send notices of meetings in good time. 

May (%.W. London): i accept the SSPC's point but we don't have that aany new leaflets. 
Coald the list be mde up for say 3 or 6 months at « tine. 


RESOLUTION CARRIED 26 - 0 


Jip 3 

= R. Cox (Guildford): Some Companion Parties are having difficulties publisiing a 
journal and the brenci offered some ideas for discussion which had been produced 28 38 
circular. The SS, as a regularly produced journal, could de the basis of ‘editions! 
for the Companion Parties. Severnl options for this, e.g. names of Comptnion Forties 
on front cover, or chenge in tie title, reflecting world wide circulation. Provision 
could be made for gu#med inserts for local items etc. etc. 

Victor (N.E. Branch): Would there not be inevitable delnys if there were increased 
distribution and the printing would have to be sarlier so the topicsl n ture would be 
less. 

Hopwood (Croydon): Mo:t articles are already suitable for world wide distribution, 
sey Guildford, but in this month's SS there are only 5 items of world wide interest, 
the rest being purely local. 
G. Kerr (2. London): The best vay would be te do as the Guerdien does - an edition in 
the north of England and anutier im the South. Main content would be thd same but 
local articles, 
Critchfiela (SSPC): The 55 became: joint with the SP of I, but this was a flop when 
the S: of I did not contribute. The Comittee nis not discuecsed the new proposels. 
May. (LW. London): Delegetes wast keer their feet on the ground here. It is as auch 
as we can do tc got xn edition out for ourselves. Don't lets kiu ourselves - there 
are unly a hendful of people in the WSP anc no local activity. Distribution is o 
preblem - I wes sending WS to American librories from England. The Canadien journal 
has hardly any circulation in Cannde. We could esk nenbers of Companion Parties te 
contribute articles for the SS. 


PSSOLUTION - R. Cox and C. Cox (Guildford): ‘hig ADA reeonmenis that the 
General Secretery write to 211 ths mnglish-sperking Companion Parties to cacert- 
@in their views on the possibility of adepting the Socialist Utenderd os on 
internationnzl journal and whethor they might wish to participate in this oreject 
- the General Secretary to report back tc the Party with this inforention before 
Conference 1983." 


R. Cox (Guildford): Our resolution is put in oréer te canvas vi-ws of the Comeniioer 
Parties. We are not esking for a decision to be mde. The Canndian mexbersa are in 
fevour of thie. 

C. Slepper (Islington): Byanch is ogeins+ this proposal ns we fervour on slternstive 
ong. Guildford's suggestion may be a step backward by awallowing up Companion 
Parties’ own journals. We would suggest an intern.tionei cclum in the SS containing 
somthing from the Companion Parties, anc stiauicte activity in those areas. 
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Goodmen (#C/sSPC): I am amazed by this resolution: the members have not coked ae © Pry 

SSPC's views. How topical cen it be when the dendline already for the 55 :S oo 

llth of the month. The idea is impractical from the time /topicality point he 
A ¢ 4 


alone. 


Howell (EC): I did not expect such a "little Englander" attitude. Some su 


would be 21t no extra cost. We heave had some ideas from the Canedian Party x 
know what the objection is to finding cut things. A lot of journals are oul 
at the end of the previous month for the following month. > 


RESCLUTION LOsT 2 - 14 


® 

RESOLUTION ~ C. Slapper and Mcleavy (Islington): "ADM recommends ‘tlic 

report to Conference 1983 on practicnl proposals for the publicztio: 

yearly international Socialist journsl to be centrolled by the Cempa 
C. Slapper (Islington): Suggested different types cf article which coul 
58 2 twice-yearly internationel Socialist journal. It could perhaps be 
World Socialist" and have an internstional editorial committee. 
Coleman (HC): This is a well thought-out idea and could work. T w 
branches to seriously consider the report on the SP of Canada. I am 
acting as 2. world wide movement in the fullest sense. We could help 
improving our propagandn. Wht May says about activity outside this 
absolutely right. 

AMENDMENT - P, Lawrence and Hopwood (Croydon) "Delete 'twice- 


P. Lawrence (Croydon): We want to leave it flexible. 


AMINDEENT LOST 6 - 7 
May (N.W. London): Branches heve already been asked to report - 
EC by mid-Noveaier and delegates now are preparing to make a de 
L. Cox (EC): Branch views on this proposal on the table could be 
with their views on the report. 
Hopwood (Croydon): I think the Companion Parties are not clear 
here and think we are growing very quickly with a terrific amour 
they vey erasp at a straw and think we can do more for then +t 
C. Slapper (Islington): We sce this as comprising two aspects — 
help and involve Companion Parties, and also having a theore 
secns to have been moving a little nearer having this kind 
be a combined effort with the Companion Farties. 


HISOLUTION CARHIED 18 - 2 


8.3. DIST! BUTION COMUTTEE: 
C,. Slapper (fer the Committee): An interim report hes b 
at this ADM. He asked for any suggestions. ’ : 


PROPAGANDA CCMMITTER: 
Simpson (S.W. London): There was no reference in the re 


Karls Court. } 
MeNeeney (Centrel): Asked what was the situation of tI 
He understood some members had boycotted these. 
Coleman (Propaganda Committee): There has been no 
They have been fairly well attended and the Propag 
arrangeinents. There has been no proper advertis 
meetings hnd been advertised; no collections had 
ete, +i 
Atkinson (EC): There is no Marx Centenary € 
could on his own. : 

Waite (Camden): Is it possible to have a 
Park and speakers for lectures in bran 
Hopwood (Croydon): We seem to have two q 
organisation of outdoor meetings, and 
lectures. What are we going to do abo 
D'firey (Camden): Camden raised the 
jumping up on the platform and we fel 
speak. We had members who should n 
Com. Young's credit thet he got th 
& job for the expertise of the P. 
C. Slagper (Islington): The aft 


- 13. 


otic but four to five members have turned 
Marx Centenary teetings are planned and it 
possible further ones. 

woll (=C): There is no harm in Speokers le 
Con mun (Propaganda Committee): If D'Arcy 
afternoon, he will have noticed there is olways a member of the Propaganda Committee 
ee “ he thinks a spenker inadequate, he should first of oll inform the 
4 page a ONS es Sone of the members he refers to my be present. 
Us Walters (Islington): he audience in fyde Park has dewzerierated, but i have not 
witnessed whet D'Arey is suggesting. . 
MASTER FORM "cr: 
Hopwood (Croydon): Asked for clarificztion of branch figures from Paddington and 
Birmingham branches. 


tae and worked out o rota, Two more 
aay be that the EC should cut out any 


arning on the platforn. 
hes been attending Hyde Park on Sunday 


RESOLUTION - Donnelly (Glasgow) and Cottis (Southend): "That the report of 
the EC be adopted." 
AGREED 

ITEM 
ce H. Cottis (Southend): There is a need for a Party guidebook in addition to the 
Rule Book. Some members join the Party end doa't know much about it or the generel 
set-up. It should help to get members involved. 
Atkinson (General Secretary): This has been pessed from my shoulders to ADM by a 
ramber of Central Branch approaching a branch. This is genernl information which 
Perty members get to know when they join and circulnte in the Party. 
May (lu.W. London): Branch is in favour: a lot of members do not circulate in the 
Party. A member transferred te our branch and did not know how comnd ttecs work ond 
what they did. It couid be a single sheet of pxper saying what the verious 
ccmmittecs were, etc. : ¢ 
L. Cox (EC): A previous EC hed a letter produced for sending to new members with 
Rule Books. Perhapa this could be got out. It should have a little historical 

nil. 
Dele (Camden): Never he-rd such an infantile suggestion. Ve are dealing with 
people who heve made a commitment to the Party, read the D of F etc. We should 
accept thet we heave intelligent people joining the Party. 
C. Slapper (Islington). Branch generally in favour 2s it might be a general guidebook 
with emphasis on propaganda rather than rules, with information on running meetings 
etc. 
icNeeney (Central): it is worth spending a little time and trouble over. Terms of 
reference of Party Officers, sub-committees, standing orders of Conference atc. could 
be inciuded. Some mexbers dad. n't know how to use a ballot form or know what an 
addendum, resolution or amenduent ctc., mem. 
G. Kerr (E. Lendon): If you can give new meubers sore iden of what they can do in 
the Party, they could get writing end speaking. 
F. Ambridse (Swansea): Centrel Branch members used to attend a meeting arranged by 
the Central Branch seeretary at Conference: could this activity be continued. 


(2) Grant (Islington): Spoke with permission of delegates. There has never been a 
formel Giscussion re official participation in menbers' funerals, although from time 
to time the Farty has appeinted a member to speak «t such ocensions. These could be 
marked with sensitivity. It hes not been uncommon for a member to make an off-the- 
cuff specch with incccurate references. We should heve a cormsaittee whose task is to 
speak on benalf of members at funerals and generally advise in the handling of these 
occasions. 

EK, Cottis (southend): We have been humiliated in Southend by 2 deceased menuber 
being buried with full clerical service, Some members heave had recourse to the 
Ssculnr Society because the families don't know how to proceed. 

GC. Kerr (f—&. London): Members should inform their family of their wishes. 

Lestor (Central): Often a member's farily does not want the Party to be there. 

E. Walters (Islington): Where the Party is officiating nnd the family are Socialists, 
at isa devlorable state of affairs if the speech is inaoprosriate and does not 
reflect the member's life sincerely, or the Yarty's position in relation to it. 

ITEM 6 

(ce) RESOLUPION - Hopwood (Croydon) and c. Slapper (Islingten): "This ADM 


recommends the EC to consider the ossibility b i 2 
oWtedide London." de lity of holding Conference somewhere 


and 
dinburgh 
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tic but four to five mombers have turne: 
rx Centenary Keetines are planned and it 
ssible further ones, 

cow2ll (EC): There is ne harm in s 

a | i 2 peaker® learning on the platform 

ee (Pro paganda Comittee): If D'Arey hoe beon stonding fie. Perk on Sunde; 

wi will have Noticed thera is always a member of tho Propagnnia Counittee 

re tesnie Cone ® & Speaker inadequate, he should first of all inforr the 

H pb a Comuttec. sone of the members he refera to my be present. 

as lters (Islington): The audience in Hyde Park has degenerated, but I have not 

witnessed what D'Arcy is Bupgesting. 

MASTER FORM 10': 

Hopwood Croydon): Asked for clarifiontion of branch figures from Paddington and 

Birmingham branches. 


a UP ama worked out a rota. Two more 
may be that the EC should cut sut any 


. bur; 
ReSOLUTION - Donnelly (Glasgow) end Cottis (Southend): "That the report of gh 
the EC be adopted." 

AGREED 
ITSM . 
c) 1. Cottis (Southend): There is a need for a Party guidebook in addition to the 
Rule Book, Some mombers join the Party end don't Imow much about it or the gencrel 
Set-up. It should help to get members involved. Ps 
Atkinson (General Secretary): This has been pessed from my shoulders to ADM by © 
Matiber of Central Branch aperoaching a branch. This is a. —. which 
+ ; 7 “ ; ke a] 
Perty members zct to know when they join and circulnte in the Party. : 
May (uk. lendon): Brench is in favour: «& lot of nembers do not circulnte in the 
Party. A member transferred te our brarch and did not know how comni ttecs work and 
what they did. It could be a single sheet of prper saying whit the vorious 
committees were, etc. : : 
LES Sispre (se): a previous BC hed a letter produced for sending to new menocrs with 
Rule Booxs, Perhaps this cculd be got out. It should have a little historical 
<i =e n): Never hezrd such an infantile suggestion. Ve are dealing with 
Jamden): eve e* Mt ‘ : : 
= Party, read the D of P etc. We should 1 


people who have made a commituent to the ror a 
accept thet we heve intelligent people joining the Party. ‘ 
C. Slapper (Islington). Branch generally in favour 2s it might be aA general guidebook / 
with emphasis on propeganda rather than rules, with information on running meetings 


! 

; a (Central): it is worth spending a little tine and trouble over. Terms of 

. ceateace of Party Officers, suh-comittves, standing orders of Conference etc. could i 

s be inciuded. Some members d. n't know how to use a ballot fern cr know what an 

t addendum, resolution or amendient etc., mean. 

A G. Kerr (E. London): If you can give now meibers some idea of what tney can do in 

t the Party, they could get weiting end speaking. 

p F. Ambridge (Swansea): Central branch members used to attend a meeting arranged by 

c the Central Branch secretary at Conference: could this activity be continued. 

- (a) Grant (Islington): Spoke with permission of delegates. There has never been a 

r formel discussion re official participation in members' funerals, although from tine 

wi ty time the Party has appcinted a member to speak st such ocensions. These could be 

I marked with sensitivity. It hes not been uncommon for a member to make an off-the- 

Ei cuff speech: with iniccurate references. We should hove a comaittee whose task is to 

li speak on behalf of members at funcrals and generally advise in the inndling of these 

Or occasions. 

ex H. Cottis (Southend): We have been huwiliated in Southend by 2 deceased meuiber } 
ay being buried with full clerical service. Some members heve had recourse to the | 
Ms Secular Society because the faiilies don't know how to proceed. 
or C. Kerr (&. London): Members should inforn their fanily of thoir wishes. 
Cc. Lestor (Central): Often a member's family does not want the Party to be there. 
re E. Walters (Islington): Where the Party is officiating od the family are Socialists, 
hi it is a deplorable state of affairs if the speech is inaopresriate and does not 
* reflect the member's life Sincerely, or the Yarty's position in relation to it. 
tt ITEM 6 
e (2) RESOLUTION - Hopwood (Croydon) and c. Slapper (Islington): "Dnis ADM 


ecormemis the EC te consider th. ibility ne 
eiigide Tshden,* t¢ possibility of holding Conference somewhere 


= Byn 


Hopwood {CGroyden): Cenferences can be held outside London. We have the ex 
this summer of terrific organisstion in Bolton for their weekend sehool. | 
erranged accommodation at far less cost than in London; hotels amd foodva 
were also cheaper. It need not be as expensive as people think. It w 
good experience for London members to go eway from their home erea and 
a larger response frou isembers to travel to somewhere in, say, mid-En, 
should keep an open mind on this. 

G. Kerr (E. London): One big anag is that over two-thirds of the membi 
London. Re acconmodation - we have had difficulty in accommodating p 


menbers in London. : 
C, Slapper (Islington): 40% of membership is in London. It is very 
provincial delegates visiting London 


RESOLUTION CARRIED 14 - 3 P 


The General Secretary informed ADM that for Conference 1983, we have 
et Bedford House, as last year, with the addition of the upstairs 


(>) BP. Lawrence (Croydon): Everyone agrees this is a problem and 
passing items on sutomatically from one agende to the next. One y 
amendments to rule at Conference was taken without discussion and 
time factor a lot. We could reserve Sunday or soie time period fo: 
ion. business drifts into the time available. 

G. Kerr (E. London): When one delegate from each branch takes a 
some take a long time. These reports should come least. 

H. Walters (Islington): Branch making a number of suggestions. 
at Conference should be automatically dealt with by some form of 
Conferences or ADMs could start at 9 or 10 a.m. each dey. With 
Edinburgh item, reference to members' "hitherto acceptance... ™ 
suppert, and the wording in lines 3 and 5 is offensive and unnec 
D'Arcy (Camden): ADM used to be held on one day but was ex 

of items not being reached. Members wuld not come on Sa 
start at 1.30 p.m. We could try te get Conference back to th 
C. Slepper (Islingtcn): Those coming to Londen may find it 
on Saturday morning. We disagree with Edinburgh makin 
Delegates this year have not been speaking very much an 
net been fully mandated, Some items are rathor obscure | 
it is difficult to mandate delegates. 


ADJOURNMENT SChaED AT 6.15 p.m. 


